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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 13, 14, 16-20, 22, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Wong in view of Peterson. 

With regard to claims 1-3, 9, and 13-16, Wong discloses the claimed device with 
the exception of stating that the net is detachably attached to the base member. 
However, such detachable attachment with hooks 52 is commonly known in the art as 
typified by Peterson. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have done the same with Wong's net to allow for easy replacement. 

Regarding claims 4, 5, 17, and 18, the structure of Wong's loops is such that they 
are capable of being coilable in overlapping loops. 

Regarding claims 6, 7, 19, and 20, the position of the actual hook (on the net or 
on the frame) is considered an obvious reversal of parts and therefore not a patentable 
distinction. 

In response to applicant's amendments and remarks how a detachable 
attachment such as that taught by Peterson is used (e.g. to allow a net to drape as 
recited by applicant in the claims) is not at issue. Peterson makes a detachable 
attachment for a net attached to a base member obvious to the ordinarily skilled artisan 
seeking to construct Wong's device such that the net may be easily replaced if desired. 



Application/Control Number: 10/71 1 ,564 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3711 

Regarding applicant's amendments to claims 3 and 16, note Wong's supporting 
member 320 which is held in a sleeve of patch member 330 in the configuration 
claimed. This support member sustains the main member against the base member 
and maintains a substantial angle between these members. 

Claims 8 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the art as applied to claims 1 and 13 respectively above, and further in view of Tallent. 
Claims 8 and 21 are obviated for the reasons explained in the claim 1 and 13 rejections 
with the exception of the target net. However, as disclosed by Tallent it is known in the 
art to use such on goal structures. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have used such on Wong's device as well for practice purposes. 

Claims 10-12 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the art as applied to claims 8 and 22 above respectively, and further 
in view of Cho '343 (Cho). 

Claims 10-12 and 23-25 are obviated for the reasons expressed in the claim 8 
and 22 rejections above respectively with the exception of the type of supporting 
member used between the main and base member. However, as disclosed by Cho it is 
known in the art to use a supporting member as claimed as the support between the 
main and base member. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have used such as Wong's supporting member if it was desire to allow for the 
supporting member to be detached from the main and base members. 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/22/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive for the reasons explained above. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Mark S 



Graham at telephone number 571-272-4410. 
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